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Rejection under 102 
Re: Humbert (2,974,663) 

IJh ilT?^" re,at ^J° im P r °Y emente ^ ventilating hood assemblies for stoves and ranges 
and is .n fact a ventilator complete in itself and not an extension adapted onto a preinstelled 
hood There is no apparent mechanical equivalents and the device is not equiv^tenmt 
E£?!5ft ? ,the t r ^PP ,lcant is ««« of *e ^fetence of ventilating fans TsfoSnd 
of fans Tha mii^CPT of A PP ,ica , nt ' s inventfo n * «* as a substitutre to such t£es 
of tens. That Humbert s fan shows some degree of mobility and is stowable doesn't in any 
way make rt antopate a hood extension created to fit over industry standard stove and ranae 
verrtilation fans. This reference is very foreign to this instant invention and cannot 9 
considered pertinent. Humbert doesn't describe an extension that can be removed folded 
« hfh^f d T^, at a i° ther ,0Cati ° n but rather a ventilating fan that can be "out of' the way 

SfcSSiSif' T St ° Ve ^ ran9e " * is not pnvsica,, y grated, it is folded and pX a 
different location, simply moved by articulating means while still being connected to the 
suction means. M u,e 



Rejection under 103 

Re: Humbert (2,974,663), Koch (5,842,464), and Salem (2,623,516) 

The frying hood of Salem is strictly to protect against spattering of grease, oil or fat. Since it is 
not connected in any way to a ventilating system and since it creates a closed environment 
which would in fact contain cooking smoke, one can imagine that the opening or me removal 
of such a device would release a huge amount of smoke the moment it is removed which 
goes quite against the grain of this instant invention. It is not because an object is foldable 
that it automatically anticipate this instant invention. The relevance of the folding of Salem's 
device to this instant invention is akin to the relevance of a foldable cardboard box. 

ISrtfJ"^?" jS th r reference wnicn tea" 5 ^ most relevance to this instant invention and 
EES^EKLS a ?2 C E? P ^ V u° US office action an exce <Pt of which follows. Stated 
2£!t Kb ? h laCk Z f ° dab,lrty ,S a verv useful and advantageous feature since a hood 
extension is a rather large implement and leaving it permanently in place can become a 

° e , veryday kitch ! n aCtiv j tV and *■* is wnv » * considered an important feature to 
provide not only easy mounting and dismounting but also an easy means of compacting the 

hood extension for unobtrusive and practical stowability. 
Excerpt from previous OA reply: 

"AJhough Koch does show a relatively similar invention, there is one important element 
IKS #£ ~ Vm 0 " d06S n0t provide for anv fo,dab,e or cofabsible flaps or sides which 
t °Tn Z^^' flat * and . . unobtrus,ve s,ora 9 e « an ****** feature when one wants to provkfe 
i^nn e 2 S '° n '? removable in a practical fashion by being stowable in a convenient 
££ZEJ h^f S k fe qurt 5 w,de ' from 32 incnes on ward and so is the hood, therefore a hlod 
extension has to be as wide and as such becomes quite cumbersome to stow. By making it 
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SSSSA" e f s V st °w * m an unused space such as the spacing between a ranae and 
TSl f h2 V- Ther ° fore , *• use of ^ft. P'iable, curtain like material belomel more than 
just a des.gn choroe and becomes critical in providing an obvious advantaged "heaven ion 
Therefore rt does have a patentable weight. Also the use of a peripheral flap mad! S of a 
ngid material having a front and two lateral sides and split at the corners between said £nnt 

It is deemed that foldability as taught by this applicant's invention is an important feature and 
that although the technology to do it was certainly available at the time of Koch's imSET? 
wasn't implemented. If it would have been so obvious for someone of sk . in 5he ^art suS if 
would have been implemented. Typical commercially available hoods do not go for^rato 

2S5SS^!? 9 > T the fr ° nt ° f 3 range because « was f0 "nd that such a^anent 
protuberance m a krtchen env»ronment could be an impediment to everyday kitchen I activities 
not jus activities around the stove but general circulation in a kitchen, as wellTs for reach inq 

SS^ ated a ^° V fn? S ? VQ - lf K ° Ch didn,t *** th at then it must not that bin so 
therefore Erxammetr's 1 03 objection is considered to be moot. udvious 

Trying to combine the teaching of Koch, Salem and Humbert is an example of mondav 
morning quarterbacking. Moreover, Examiner states in his Final Office action page 2 line 19 
that the disdosed plastic is molded which inherently anticipated pliability". Not all molded 

Snni^nrt J "H b,e ??* WHen h0t and in 3 mo,ten state f °r molding but >liab e« aT use 7 by 
applicant in his descnption on page 5 line 2 stated: "soft, pliable, curtain like material" 

E J e >°°T? rt WaS . Written that the em P ha sis was on soft and curtain like as being 
the state m a standard room temperature. There are hundreds of thousands of products 
made out of molded plastics from ATV fenders to clock radio and no one would consider the 
^,S!, a l OCk ra >° to bS ^° ft and P,iab,e " but rather ri ° id and breakahl* when attompting 
£• I? ? ? S 9S u tS ^ hape - ° ne cannot simp, y decide to K °cn's invention "pliable" 
Pliable how? So that it bends and sags? Applicant specifies that only "The peripheral flap 
thfl^n ?? soft pliable, curtain like material or be rigid, in which case it would be split at 
the corners between the front and the two lateral sides to allow for folding." (page 5, line 2) 

JUS^StS indica tion whatsoever in Koch's disclosure that he wanted to have its sides soft 
the f i^enlLtaTmade 6 Sa Sure ' y *" tec hnology was available at the time 
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